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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 
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Art Unit: 3751 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-13, and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Piskula. 

The knockout is seen at 29 and the retainer is the wall portion 13a discussed in 
col. 3, lines 42-col. 4, lines 4. Re: claim 2, see col. 1, paragraph 4. Claims 3, 4, 6 and 
7 are fully met here. Re: claim 8, see the taper below the element 30. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Piskula, as applied supra, in view of Fell, Sr. 

Fell teaches the recessed aspect of claim 9, in Fig. 3. To provide the former with 
this feature or to provide Fell, Sr. with the tapered inlet to prevent insertion of the 
knockout into the drainpipe would have been obvious to the ordinary artisan as 
interchanging perfecting features of like devices for their demonstrated properties would 
have been prima facie obvious to the ordinary artisan. 

Claims 5, 10, 14, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Piskla. 
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The provision of a raised ring would have constituted an obvious expedient of 
choice in design as failing to unobviously define over the raised member 29a of Piskula. 
With the teaching of 29a at hand it would have been an obvious expedient to the 
ordinary artisan to provide for any shape desired for manual removal of the frangible 
element. No unexpected results are evident from the annular lip and application points 
to none. 

Re: claims 10 and 19, to provide reinforcement in the form of ribs in plastic 
elements in well known in the plastic art, of which official notice is taken. To employ 
same here wherever needed or desired would have been an obvious expedient to the 
ordinarily skilled artisan. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Charles Phillips 
at telephone number (571) 272-4893. 




ChariJTsE. Phillips 
Primary Examiner 



